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not likely to approach the Revolution with much sympathy.
Add to this also that long before 1870 Taine had become
convinced both of the value of tradition as being experience
which survives, and of the need for a governing elite which we
saw in Renan. He felt keenly, as he states in a letter,1 that many
of the evils of his day came from the break of modern society
with the traditions of the race, and believed in the need for
working back to that breaking-point, holding that each genera-
tion is but the temporary trustee of an inheritance to be handed
over to the next. "Hereditary prejudice," he once said, " is
but unconscious reason." 2
There was therefore little likelihood of Taine approaching
the revolutionary era with that detachment which alone would
ensure an approximately impartial judgment. He really loathed
everything the Revolution stood for. He detested the abstract
metaphysics of the Declaration of the Rights of Man, which
forgot that " man " does not exist; there were only " men,"
conditioned by race, time and environment, and no " rights "
that can be claimed apart from the practical condition of the
life of the day, the criterion being the power of the State, as
the trustee of the national patrimony: " Constitutions (which
limit the power of the State by defining and guaranteeing the
rights of citizens) are legitimate in so far as they keep the State
together, illegitimate in so far as they break it up." 3
He detested equally strongly the revolutionary idea that
you could destroy the past and build as it were ae novo, for-
getting that the present is conditioned by the past, and says of
Hegel that he " belonged to that school whose fate is to be
eternally right and to be eternally defeated, which wishes to take
into account at the same time all the contradictory necessities
inherent to the nature of things. He is therefore the only
German who understood the French Revolution." 4 He is hostile
to the Revolution because it proclaimed the idea—or ideal—of
the equality of men, because it believed in the natural goodness
of man, because it believed in the ordinary man of which he had,
as Faguet aptly says, un effroi maladif* The result is a picture
1 Corr., in., p. 156.	a La R/volution, i., p. 187]
» Ibid., p. 18.	4 Quotea byGiraud, H. Taine, p. 249.
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